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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Rubin (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,457,018). 

As to claim 17, Rubin discloses a method for storing a document, comprising: 
conducting a search for existing records (i.e. documents) of a record management system 
(30) referencing said document (see Fig. 12; also see column 17, lines 7-11); 

submitting a request to add (i.e. load) said document to said record management system 
(30) if said search indicates that said document is not referenced in said record management 
system, said request identifying at least a type (i.e. class) of said document (see column 24, lines 
56-61; also see column 24, lines 14-18; also see column 14, lines 46-49); 
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entering document data in a data entry template, said data entry template selected based at least 
in part on said type (i.e. class) of said document (see column 19, line 66 through column 20, line 
6)- 

As to claim 18, Rubin discloses a method, further comprising: 

forwarding said document data to a document management database, said document 

management database storing said document data in a document record (see column 24, line 62 

through column 25, line 6). 

As to claim 19, Rubin discloses a method, further comprising: 

associating a document image with said document record (see column 14, lines 56-59). 



As to claim 20, Rubin discloses a method, wherein said document image is associated 
with said document record based on a record identifier of said document record (see column 15, 
lines 26-29; also see column 22, lines 59-61; where "record identifier" is read on "reference"). 

As to claim 21, Rubin discloses a document retrieval method, comprising: 
receiving information associated with a desired document (see column 17, lines 6-9; 

where "desired document" is read on "relevant subject matter"); 

identifying a record (i.e. document) of a document management database containing said 

information (see column 17, lines 36-39); 



Application/Control Number: 09/944,055 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2175 

identifying a physical location of said document (see column 16, lines 43-54), 
displaying information from said record (see column 17, lines 41-49); and identifying a 
location of an image of said document (see column 16, lines 43-54; Rubin teaches that the 
images are associated with text documents. And the images and annotation text are linked by a 
reference. So identifying the physical location of a document and image mean one and the same). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-16 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rubin (U.S. Patent No. 6,457,018) in view of Haimiragha (U.S. Patent No. 6,289,460). 

As to claim 1, Rubin discloses a data storage method, comprising: 

receiving document information associated with a document to be 
stored (see column 14, lines 36-39), 

generating a pending record containing said document information (see column 14, line 
60 through column 15, line 5; where "pending record" is read on "annotation document"); and 

generating (i.e. creating) an active record (see column 16, lines 12-15; where "document 
is loaded in the database" indicates a new record is created). 
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Rubin does not teach verifying the document information and if the verifying is 
successful. 

Hajmiragha teaches verifying the document information and if the verifying is successful 
(see Hajmiragha . column 7, lines 33-35; also see column 9, lines 36-39; verifying signature 
implicitly implies verification of document information). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Rubin to include verifying the document 
information and if the verifying is successful. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rubin by the teachings of Hajmiragha . because by having 
a document verification capability, considerable savings in time and money could be achieved 
which otherwise have to be spent on supporting a notarization system that requires one to be 
physically present before a notary to sign a document or approve a statement (see Hajmiragha . 
column 1, lines 40-43). 

As to claim 2, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, further comprising: 
receiving information identifying a classification of said document (see column 14, lines 
46-59); and 

selecting a template based on said classification (see column 20, lines 3-6). 



As to claim 3, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, wherein said received 
document information is defined by said template (see column 20, lines 3-14). 
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As to claim 4, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, wherein said template 
is selected from among a library of available templates (see column 20, lines 3-14; where 
"template classes" implies there are more than one template to choose from). 

As to claim 5, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, wherein said 
classification is a document collection classification (see column 14, lines 46-59; where Rubin 
teaches two classes of load document processing i.e. binary document and text document). 

As to claim 6, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, further comprising: 
determining if said document has previously been stored (see column 24, lines 56-61). 

As to claim 7, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, wherein said template 
defines a plurality of data elements required to identify a document according to said 
classification (see Fig. 18; also see column 23, lines 7-20). 

As to claim 8, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, further comprising: 
receiving document data corresponding to each of said plurality of data elements prior to 
generating said pending record (see column 14, lines 46-65; where "pending record" is read on 
"annotation document"). 

As to claim 9, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, further comprising: 
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associating said pending record (i.e. annotation document) with an image of said 
document (see column 15, lines 26-28). 

As to claim 10, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, wherein said 
associating includes referencing a document record identifier in both said pending record (i.e. 
annotation document) and said image (see column 22, lines 52-61; where "record identifier" is 
read on "reference"). 

As to claim 1 1, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, further comprising: 
associating said active record with an image of said document (see column 14, lines 56-59; 
where "active record" is read on "document"). 

As to claim 12, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, wherein said 
document information includes at least one of: a collection name; a file name; subcategory 
information; location information; owner information; creator information; cross reference 
information; status information; history information; geographical information; and archive 
information (see column 23, lines 7-20) . 

As to claim 13, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, further comprising: 
storing said pending record (i.e. annotation document) in a document management 

database (see column 22, lines 59-67; where "retrieving annotation text" implies the annotation 

document is stored in a database); and 
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storing with said pending record (i.e. annotation document) (see column 22, lines 59-67; 
where "retrieving annotation text" implies the annotation document is stored in a database. 

Rubin as modified does not teach an indicator indicating that it has not yet been 
approved. 

Hajmiragha teaches an indicator indicating that it has not yet been approved (see 
Hajmiragha . column 9, line 66 through column 10, line5; Document access history contains any 
activity against a document implies approval/disapproval of a document are also indicated). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Rubin to include an indicator indicating that it has 
not yet been approved. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rubin by the teachings of Hajmiragha . because by having 
a document verification capability, considerable savings in time and money could be achieved 
which otherwise have to be spent on supporting a notarization system that requires one to be 
physically present before a notary to sign a document or approve a statement (see Hajmiragha . 
column 1, lines 40-43). 

As to claim 14, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, further comprising: 
of said pending record (i.e. annotation document), thereby converting said pending record (i.e. 
annotation document) into said active record (see column 22, lines53-67; where "linked to the 
actual BLOB object by a reference" implies that an active record is generated). 

Rubin as modified does not teach modifying said indicator upon approval. 



Application/Control Number: 09/944,055 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2175 

Hajmiragha teaches modifying said indicator upon approval (see Hajmiragha . column 4, 
line 37-42; where "modifying" is read on "issuing"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Rubin to include modifying the indicator upon 
approval. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rubin by the teachings of Hajmiragha . because by having 
a document approval capability, considerable savings in time and money could be achieved 
which otherwise have to be spent on supporting a notarization system that requires one to be 
physically present before a notary to sign a document or approve a statement (see Hajmiragha , 
column 1, lines 40-43). 

As to claim 15, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, wherein access to 
said pending records (i.e. annotation document) in said document management database (see 
column 13, lines 48-54: where "access" is read on "retrieval"). 

Rubin as modified does not teach is limited to authorized reviewers operating client 
devices. 

Hajmiragha teaches is limited to authorized reviewers operating client devices, (see 
Hajmiragha . column 3, lines 55-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Rubin to include authorization of reviewers 
operating client devices. 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rubin by the teachings of Hajmiragha . because by having 
a authorization capability, the valuable data stored in the information retrieval system can be 
secured and protected thus preventing it from unauthorized users. 

As to claim 16, Rubin as modified discloses a data storage method, wherein said 
receiving document information further comprises: 

receiving document information from an external system (56) used to generate said 
document (see Fig. 8; also see column 13, lines 6-9). 

As to claim 22, Rubin discloses a data storage system, comprising: 

means for receiving document information associated with a document to be stored (see 

column 17, lines 6-8); 

means for generating a pending record (i.e. annotation document) containing said 
document information (see column 14, lines 60-63); and 

means for generating an active record (see column 16, lines 12-15; where "document is 
loaded in the database" indicates a new record is created). 
Rubin does not teach verifying the document information and if the verifying is 
successful. 

Hajmiragha teaches verifying the document information and if the verifying is successful 
(see Hajmiragha . column 7, lines 33-35; also see column 9, lines 36-39; verifying signature 
implicitly implies verification of document information). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Rubin to include verifying the document 
information and if the verifying is successful. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rubin by the teachings of Haimiragha . because by having 
a document verification capability, considerable savings in time and money could be achieved 
which otherwise have to be spent on supporting a notarization system that requires one to be 
physically present before a notary to sign a document or approve a statement (see Hajmiragha , 
column 1, lines 40-43). 

As to claim 23, Rubin discloses a data storage system, comprising: 
a processor (32); 

a communications device, in communication with said processor, receiving data (see 
column 12, lines 40-62); and 

a memory unit in communication with said processor and storing a program (see column 
12, lines 46-54), wherein the processor (32) is operative with the program to: 

receive document information associated with a document to be stored (see column 14, 
lines 33-39); 

generate a pending record (i.e. annotation document) containing said document 
information (see column 14, lines 60-62); 

generate an active record (see column 16, lines 12-15; where "document is loaded in the 
database" indicates a new record is created). 
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Rubin does not teach verifying the document information and if the verifying is 
successful. 

Hajmiragha teaches verifying the document information and if the verifying is successful 
(see Hajmiragha . column 7, lines 33-35; also see column 9, lines 36-39; verifying signature 
implicitly implies verification of document information). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Rubin to include verifying the document 
information and if the verifying is successful. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rubin by the teachings of Hajmiragha . because by having 
a document verification capability, considerable savings in time and money could be achieved 
which otherwise have to be spent on supporting a notarization system that requires one to be 
physically present before a notary to sign a document or approve a statement (see Hajmiragha . 
column 1, lines 40-43). 

As to claim 24, Rubin discloses a computer-readable medium having 
computer-executable instructions for performing steps comprising: 

receiving document information associated with a document to be stored (see column 14, 
lines 33-39); 

generating a pending record (i.e. annotation document) containing said document 
information (see column 14, lines 60-62); 



Application/Control Number: 09/944,055 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2175 

generating an active record (see column 16, lines 12-15; where "document is loaded in 
the database" indicates a new record is created). 

Rubin does not teach verifying the document information and if the verifying is 
successful. 

Hajmiragha teaches verifying the document information and if the verifying is successful 
(see Hajmiragha . column 7, lines 33-35; also see column 9, lines 36-39; verifying signature 
implicitly implies verification of document information). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Rubin to include verifying the document 
information and if the verifying is successful. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Rubin by the teachings of Hajmiragha . because by having 
a document verification capability, considerable savings in time and money could be achieved 
which otherwise have to be spent on supporting a notarization system that requires one to be 
physically present before a notary to sign a document or approve a statement (see Hajmiragha . 
column 1, lines 40-43). 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

The following patents are cited to further show the state of art with respect to document 
storage and retrieval in general: 
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U.S. Patent No. 6,457,018 to Rubin - teaches document storage and retrieval 
U.S. Patent No. 6,289,460 to Hajmiragha - teaches verification of documents 
U.S. Patent No. 5,201,047 to Maki et al. - teaches classifying and retrieval system 



examiner should be directed to Prakash Punit whose telephone number is (703) 305-5914. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays - Fridays from 9:45 am to 6: 15 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dov Popovici, can be reached on (703) 305-3830. The fax numbers of the group is 
(703) 746-7239. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 
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